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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is in response to the amendment received 8/4/2009. 

2. Claims 1,4, 10, 1 1, 23, 51, 53, 55, and 57, are pending in the application. Claims 1,11, 
23, 51, 53, 55, and 57 are independent claims. 

3. Claims 1-60 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Bayeh have been 
withdrawn pursuant to applicant's amendments. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1, 4, 10, and 51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipate by 
Watson et al., USPGPub. 2004/0049574 filed (9/24/2001). 

In reference to independent claim 1, Watson teaches: 

an all-menu-item information storage unit configured to manage all-menu-item 
information which defines all menu items available for display in the web page; a menu item 
identifying an operation that is performed as a result of selecting the menu item' 
The reference provides a web server for generating web pages with menu items for presentation 
on multiple devices. See page 2, [0046 through 0050]. 
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'an all-menu-item style information storage unit configured to manage all-menu-item 
style information which defines style information for all the menu items available for display 
in the web page' 

The reference provides a style policy table containing a number of fields which define- 
parameters such as font family, font size, front weight and color of headlines. See page 3, [0062 
through 0065]. 

a menu-item display information storage unit configured to manage menu-item 
display information which defines necessity of display of each of the menu items based on a 
device that displays the web page or on a user of the device that displays the web page' 
The reference provides a dynamic policy table containing fields allowing code for different 
device types to be tailored according to time varying parameters. See page 4, [0066 through 
0072]. The components can be used to determine whether or not a given component is to be 
rendered when the web page is displayed based upon a user device. See page 5, [0073 through 
0079]. 

'« dynamic menu-item style information creation unit configured to select, from the 
all-menu-item style information, style information items corresponding to the menu items, the 
necessity of display for which is defined by the menu-item display information, to create 
dynamic menu-item style information including the style information items; and' 
The reference provides a style policy table containing a number of fields which define- 
parameters such as font family, font size, front weight and color of headlines. See page 3, [0062 
through 0065]. Style information is handled different way depending upon the device and can be 
incorporated into the code through the dynamic item style information creation unit. 
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'a menu-item information creation unit configured to apply the dynamic menu-item 
style information to the all-menu-item information to create the menu items to be included in 
the web page' 

Figure 5 A illustrates a typical layout of panes for display on a PC and including panes which 
respectively include a logo, a large color logo, a site menu, a greeting, first, second and third 
promotions. A different presentation method is found corresponding to WAP capabilities using 
WML protocol. See page 5, [0077 through 0085]. 
In reference to dependent claim 4, Watson teaches: 

The reference discloses the utilization of style sheets and XML as a format for web page 
code. See page 1, 0006 and page 3, [0060 through 0063]. 
In reference to dependent claim 10, Watson teaches: 

The device identification engine operated by the processor extracts from a header of the 
received request message from a remote user device, information which identifies the device 
type and outputs a device type id which is input to the code generating engine to enable the set of 
classes to extract the required information from the policy objects. See page 4, [0070 through 
0073]. 

In reference to claims 51, the claim recites the computer-readable medium including computer 
executable instructions for performing similar menu item processing steps as disclosed in claim 
1. Therefore, the claims are rejected under similar rationale. 

In reference to claim 57, the claim recites the system for performing similar menu item 
processing steps as disclosed within independent claim 1 . Therefore, the claims are rejected 
under similar rationale. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 11, 23, 53, and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Watson et al., USPGPub. 2004/0049574 filed (9/24/2001). 

In reference to dependent claim 11 and 23, Watson teaches: 

The device identification engine operated by processor extracts from a header of the 
received request message from a remote user device, information which identifies the device 
type and outputs a device type id, which is input to the code generating engine to enable the set 
of classes to extract the required information from the policy objects. See page 5, [0072 through 
0074]. The usable functions are suggested based upon a screen size of the device and/or 
capabilities of the device as disclosed within the reference. See page 5, [0081 through 0089]. The 
reference fails to explicitly state an inquiry transmitted to the client however it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have utilized the 
information present in the request to provide the capabilities of the device and alleviate the extra 
step of sending an inquiry to the device. Utilizing the information found in the request as taught 
by Watson would have provided the user one less step in providing similar information to a 
processor for content retrieval. 
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In reference to claims 53, 55, the claims recite the computer-readable medium including 
computer executable instructions for performing similar menu item processing steps as disclosed 
in claims 11, and 23. Therefore, the claims are rejected under similar rationale. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the in\ anion was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign eountr\ or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application lor patent in the United States. 

9. Claim 57 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Bayeh et al., 
USPN 6,012,098 fded (2/23/1998). 

In reference to independent claim 57, Bayeh teaches: 

'an all-menu-item information storage unit configured to manage all-menu-item 
information which defines all menu items available for display in the web page' 
The reference to Bayeh provides unique data servlets created to retrieve data from a specific type 
of database used by the server. See column 8, lines 36-67. 

an all-menu-item style information storage unit configured to manage all-menu-item 
style information which defines style information for all the menu items available for display 
in the web page' 

The reference to Bayeh provides a style information storage unit to manage the data retrieved 
through servlets. See column 8, lines 36-67 and column 9, lines 1-56. 
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'a menu-item display information storage unit configured to manage menu-item 
display information which defines necessity of display of each of the menu items based on a 
device that displays the web page or on a user of the device that displays the web page' 
Bayeh provides a server which receives unique client requests and routes specific queries to the 
proper data servlet. See column 10, lines 30-40. 

'« dynamic menu-item style information creation unit configured to select, from the 
all-menu-item style information, style information items corresponding to the menu items, the 
necessity of display for which is defined by the menu-item display information, to create 
dynamic menu-item style information including the style information items; and' 
Bayeh provides a method of servlet chaining for the retrieving of data and style information 
related to a unique user's request. See column 11, lines 1-67. 

'« menu-item information creation unit configured to apply the dynamic menu-item 
style information to the all-menu-item information to create the menu items to be included in 
the web page' 

Bayeh provides a rendering servlet which parses the XML data stream and looks for predefined 
strings. As the parser in the rendering servlet determines what each document element is, it 
creates a new data stream, formatted using HTML. The parser may also insert presentation style 
attributes into the HTML data stream. The HTML data stream is sent to the client's browser and 
included in a web page. See column 1 1 and 12, lines 1-67. 
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Response to Arguments 

10. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1, 4, 10, 1 1, 23, 51, 53, 55, and 57 have 
been considered but are not persuasive. 

Applicant amended the language of the independent claims, numbered 1 and 5 1 . Thus, 
the changes required the examiner to withdraw the rejection under Bayeh and provide a new 
rejection under Watson. More specifically, the following changes 'menu item identifying an 
operation that is performed as a result of selecting the menu item', required a new search by the 
examiner and thus changed the scope of the invention when read as a whole. 

In reference to claim 57, applicant argues that the reference to Bayeh fails to teach or 
suggest 'create a web page having menu items corresponding to functions of the external device' 
and 'menu items corresponding to functions of the external device, the external device including 
a multi-function peripheral system'. The examiner broadly interpreted the phrase 'functions of the 
external device', as presently claimed, to mean any type of function associated with a user 
device. A browser would have been a proficient example of a something that provides usable 
functions (software to process and present search queries). These functions are typically 
combined in what is referred to as a browser. The computer will receive the message, attempt to 
find the data satisfying the user's request, format that data for display with the user's browser, 
and return the formatted information to the browser interface running on the user's computer. See 
column 2, lines 21-36. 
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Conclusion 

1 1 . THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MATTHEW J. LUD WIG whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4127. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00am-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on 571-272-4124. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Stephen S. Hong/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 
2178 
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